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ATTORNEY disciplinary proceeding. Attorney's |license

r evoked.

11 PER CURI AM This is a reciprocal discipline matter.
Attorney Rodney T. Carroll became licensed to practice law in
lowa in 1999 and was admtted to practice law in Wsconsin in
2000. On August 2, 2004, the Ofice of Lawyer Regulation (OLR)
filed a disciplinary conplaint against Attorney Carroll asking
this court to inpose reciprocal discipline identical to that
i mposed on Attorney Carroll by the Suprenme Court of lowa. That

court tenporarily suspended Attorney Carroll's lowa |aw |icense
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on April 30, 2004. The tenporary suspension in lowa resulted
from Attorney Carroll's conviction for second-degree felony
theft and his fraudul ent conversion of funds belonging to the
Dubuque (lowa) Arts Council.

12 On Cctober 19, 2004, pursuant to SCR 22.20, this court
summarily suspended Attorney Carroll's license to practice |aw
in Wsconsin due to his crimnal conviction. Attorney Carroll's
Wsconsin license has remained suspended through the date of
this order.

13 On  Septenber 22, 2006, the Suprene Court of |owa
i ssued an order revoking Attorney Carroll's license to practice
law in |owa. The Suprenme Court of Ilowa concluded that by
converting funds belonging to the Dubuque Arts Council, Attorney
Carroll had violated DR 1-102(A)(3),(4) & (6) of the lowa Code
of Professional Responsibility for |awers. The court also
stated that Attorney Carroll's felony conviction violated DR 1-
102( A) (5), whi ch prohi bits conduct prej udi ci al to t he
adm ni stration of justice. It concluded that the serious and
multiple nature of Attorney Carroll's conversion of funds
required the revocation of his license to practice law in |owa.

14 On October 12, 2006, this court issued an order to
show cause directing Attorney Carroll to show cause in witing
by Novenber 1, 2006, why the inposition of reciprocal discipline
identical to that inposed by the Suprene Court of lowa would be
unwarranted and why the costs of this disciplinary proceeding
should not be inposed against him Attorney Carroll failed to
respond to the order to show cause.
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15 On Novenber 16, 2006, the OLR filed a report
indicating that the costs of the proceeding to date were
$1121. 98. Attorney Carroll has not objected to the OLR s
statenment of costs.

16 SCR 22.22(3) provides that this court "shall inpose
the identical discipline or |Iicense suspension unless
[t]he procedure in the other jurisdiction was so lacking in
notice or opportunity to be heard as to constitute a deprivation
of due process" violation; "[t]here was such an infirmty of
proof establishing the msconduct . . . that [this court] could
not accept as final" the other jurisdiction's m sconduct
finding; or "[t]he msconduct justifies substantially different
di sci pline" here. Neither the OLR nor Attorney Carroll
contends, nor does this court find, that any of these three
exceptions exist in this case. Accordingly, the inposition of
reciprocal discipline identical to that inposed by the Suprene
Court of lowa is required.

M7 I T IS ORDERED that the license of Rodney T. Carroll to
practice law in Wsconsin is revoked, effective the date of this
or der.

18 T I'S FURTHER ORDERED that within 60 days of the date
of this order Attorney Carroll shall pay to the Ofice of Lawyer
Regul ation the costs of this proceeding.

19 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Attorney Carroll shall
conply, if he has not already done so, with the requirenents of
SCR 22.26 pertaining to the duties of a person whose license to
practice law in Wsconsin has been revoked.
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